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I claim that, in cases where it appears that a warranted inference is an instance of

enumerative induction, the inference should be described as a special case of another
sort of inference, which I shall call "the inference to the best explanation."
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When a scientist infers the existence of atoms and sub- atomic particles, he is
inferring the truth of an explanation for various data which he wishes to account for.
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(1) we infer that he says what he does because he believes it;

O O i o plnil 45 S8 oo 1y Slen 514 oS o ool o 2o 4ar 5
2ol sk

LS e s sy Ol s cpl a5l oS oS e ol Lo (V) ssslgndy aar 5
3503 55k O & &S

3 i 45 Sl sl o o 5 ol 0d S5 e oilial oLzl 55 o 2o Ll

Q\)dOCSJ&gSJﬁaW‘&{.JéﬁP.\ ZJﬁrWU}‘QJJU UAL»‘)\ e.,\.'\.w.ij}



VOF D don 5 S 4 IS

53l 035 dazr 5 (Ams e plmi 4 Ol cason! 5l ol 4 8 (5 ,all gl Olon
saysu_m“:jﬁ-)'\‘pu\ggﬁu)cjb- 355 ol Glae Sl 5 Jad cpl aS >
oLl a0 (mal (i OF 51 3 paie ol (g3lgin aer 5 3 oS Ol oa oy ol
Ol eSSl 535 Syl opl 534S | oty 55 5 gio Uast ol a5 sl g, 05l
5> S e e ;81 LS e a8 a bl Wbl 5 aiS e 08515 w0 S
o3l ay ST 03,5 oo Jab as o bl 8 WS o 1y Slos 5 35 wa 5
P Tl 0l OS5 e o e 5 500 Son gl Y e 0 e O3
< ,Les > (because he believes it) dad alox olins 5 o 5gho ol Laciis
Oy ahor 45 Wlo o 0330 1 Chle 03 S dar 5 o 20 45 4558 01 el sy 5
Js L ol s e plowih ol a5 sl b (sl b €31 sk OF &
ez g ader ol Sl (olg il e 5 4 5 L TS o iz bl

.3_9...3‘5& Q”‘:'ﬁ) olins 5 J\JAV.:@&JJJ OT&L.M))
(i) we infer that he believes what he does because he actually did witness the
situation which he describes.
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when we infer from a person's behavior to some fact about his mental experience,
we are inferring that the latter fact explains better than some other explanation what
he does.

gl 5l gas laay 2 6515 ) i 53 S ok, 5l b By e A
S (6500 Slaied B XS oo el S S (ol 45 (s o 42D ol 4 oS
3l e &l

3l 3 L o)loa |y mdly (pased KLl b oS aKs rgslgiin ae 5
b e 31 e 51 5l ol ol o S o el [l 53] oS o iz
LS o e SS9



ano; 9 3l ¢ lowd c093 JUw e | ey £
IFAS bins; 9 sy 99 o5bod o33 Sl =3 D10

what he ) & jle las alfile-ua,?'hisv,\; Js weole cpl 0 o e et s
Syl 534S Wl o e 0l 0a; ol 31l 03,55 4w 5 1y OF Lulual (does
) Jemd Jpmie c0 )15 0 & S 555 G s U AS o s i Cdd oph
Gl oo ygie Olan O Jgmis &S 33l o pdig,y oSSl e 3 035 Sy (US s
Sl ol daxr 5l 5l ) 4 algly ae 553 . Llu, o (What he does) ales a5
sl O Slime 0diluy 5 sl (behavior) ;| b e ol 5 (does)  Jx3

Therefore, I assert that even if one permits himself the use of enumerative induction,
he will still need to avail himself of at least one other form of nondeductive
inference.

As I shall now try to show, however, the opposite does not hold.
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Enumerative induction is supposed to be a kind of inference that exemplifies the
following form. From the fact that all observed A’s are B’s we may infer that all A's
are B's (or we may infer that at least the next A will probably be a B).
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If, however, we think of the inference as an inference to the best explanation, we can
explain when a person is and when he is not warranted in making the nference from
"All observed A's are B's" to “All A’s are B’s.”
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I conclude that inferences which appear to be applications of enumerative induction
are better described as instances of the inference to the best xplanation.
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My argument has been (i) that there are many inferences which cannot be made out
to be applications of enumerative induction but (2) that we can account for when it
is proper to make inferences which appear to be applications of enumerative

induction, if we describe these inferences as instances of the inference to the best
explanation.
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Describing our inference as enumerative induction disguises the fact that our
inference makes use of certain lemmas, whereas, as I show below, describing the
inference as one to the best explanation exposes these lemmas.
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I will take two different sorts of knowledge (knowledge from authority and
knowledge of mental experiences of other people) and show...
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3. The Inference to the Best Explanation.



